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All participants (applicant, applicant's representative, PTO personnel): 



(1 ) Patrice Winder . 



(3) W. Todd Baker . 



(2) Jason Cardone . 



(4) Gene Eggleston (inventor) . 



Date of Interview: 17 May 2007 . 

Type: a)\3 Telephonic b)Q Video Conference 

c)S Personal [copy given to: 1)D applicant 2)D applicant's representative] 

Exhibit shown or demonstration conducted: d)D Yes e)^ No. 
If Yes, brief description: . 

Claim(s) discussed: 56. 

Identification of prior art discussed: Pepe . 

Agreement with respect to the claims f)D was reached. g)KI was not reached. h)D N/A. 



Substance of Interview including description of the general nature of what was agreed to if an agreement was 
reached,, or any other comments: See Continuation Sheet . 

(A fuller description, if necessary, and a copy of the amendments which the examiner agreed would render the claims 
allowable, if available, must be attached. Also, where no copy of the amendments that would render the claims 
allowable is available, a summary thereof must be attached.) 

THE FORMAL WRITTEN REPLY TO THE LAST OFFICE ACTION MUST INCLUDE THE SUBSTANCE OF THE 
INTERVIEW. (See MPEP Section 713.04). If a reply to the last Office action has already been filed, APPLICANT IS 
GIVEN A NON-EXTENDABLE PERIOD OF THE LONGER OF ONE MONTH OR THIRTY DAYS FROM THIS 
INTERVIEW DATE, OR THE MAILING DATE OF THIS INTERVIEW SUMMARY FORM, WHICHEVER IS LATER, TO 
FILE A STATEMENT OF THE SUBSTANCE OF THE INTERVIEW. See Summary of Record of Interview 
requirements on reverse side or on attached sheet. 
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Continuation of Substance of Interview including description of the general nature of what was agreed to if an 
agreement was reached, or any other comments: The interview was also attended Charles L. Gholz, Brad Murray from 
Motorola and Richard Sonnentag from Motorola. As per claim 56, Applicant argues that Pepe does not specifically 
teach the claim limitation "configures the received message .. thereby allowing messages ... associated with the host 
system." Applicant supported the argument with a characterization of the Pepe reference focusing on Figure 19. 
Specifically, Applicant focused on the purpose of Pepe's invention providing a mobile service subscriber the ability to 
remotely control the addressability, routing, accessibility and delivery messaging options, which is different from 
Applicant's invention. Applicant also argued that Pepe's PCI server is more analogous to Applicant's "protocol 
translator". Thus, Pepe does not teach the "configures" feature. This lead to a discussion of the Examiner not 
understanding the meaning of the terms "configures" and "appear". The examiner noted Applicant argues the limitation 
in whole which does not allow her to discern the deficiency of the Pepe reference. Nor can she determine what element 
of the claim limitation Pepe is missing or where she has made an error in the rejection. She suggested that Applicant 
address a specific element such as the host system, the mobile client or sender address which is not taught. As for the 
meaning of "appears", Applicant felt the Board of Appeals decided the meaning. See attached presentation entitled 
"Pending claims 56-63 and 65-68 of Application number 09/095,325 - Eggleston v. US 5,742,668 - Pepe". The 
remainder of the interview focused on the previously filed affidavit and the associated deficiencies. Applicant clarified 
that the intent was to show reduction to practice not conception. The examiner suggested that a sufficient affidavit 
could be filed were Applicant to correlate the claim limitations to the exhibits. The interview concluded with the 
presentation entitled "AirMobile Overview". Motorola's AirMobile product is being used to establish reduction to 
practice. 
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